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Conflict Behind the Conflict: The rapid and confusing charges and eotinter- charges (confusingly 


reported) of the McCarthy affair must prompt persons to seek a pattern which could explain the alarums 
and excursions which mark this historic event. 


In Washington, those who know the Capital scene perceive a pattern and say that it is one of forces, 
not of personalities. Thus, neither Stevens nor McCarthy actually looms as important as the forces 
arrayed behind them. Stevens may soon be out of office anyway and there is more than a suspicion that 
the Administration wanted to jettison him even before he collided with McCarthy (in order to give his 
post to some other figure more favored by the White House). 


But behind Stevens stands the bureaucracy which many here deem to be the controlling factor: in 
the Eisenhower Administration. Overwhelmingly staffed by New Dealers, entrenched by reason of civil 
service regulations, it impudently but inexorably has shaped the original conservative Administration and 
the Secretaries into its image (there are some exceptions but broadly this is true). The protagonists in 
this struggle are not the top figures in Government, but bureaucrats like Stevens’ assistant John Adams, 
whom McCarthy charged with “blackmail”. It has been pointed out that Adams was a Truman appointee. 


The fight started when McCarthy touched a sensitive nerve, the Army branch of the bureaucracy 
where the left-of-center Anna Rosenberg during her term as War Manpower Administrator left her mark. 


Many here believe that the Army bureaucracy (not Stevens and the generals) has much to conceal since 
the fury to conceal is so obviously great. 


The Legislative branch of government has become the field of battle instead of the protagonist for 
the people against the Executive. If the latter had been the case, the Senators would have rallied behind 
McCarthy in his clash with the Army and pushed the probe of the matter so evidently being concealed. 
But jealousy of McCarthy’s prominence, plus confusion about the affair in the constituencies has given 


the drama a different turn — namely, the investigation by McCarthy’s own committee of McCarthy him- 
self as well as Stevens and Adams. A curious picture, indeed. 


How has this confusion in the public mind, occurred, or been brought about? It is caused largely 
by the well-orchestrated choir of “liberals” in press and radio (as described in our article “Right Wing 
Papers Need Right Wing Writers”, last week). Mr. Fulton Lewis, radio commentator, has lifted the 
curtain on the subterranean collaboration between the bureaucracy and the “liberals” in the press. He 
says that “columnist Joseph Alsop is reported to have had in his possession 10 days before it was 
leaked generally, a copy of the Army’s 34-page memorandum accusing McCarthy and his investigating 
committee counsel Roy Cohn of using improper pressure to force an easy Army life for C. David Schine”. 
Alsop has been a left-of-center columnist, largely supporting the Truman policies. Thus a bureaucracy 
still faithful to Truman ideas plus a Trumanite group in the press and radio (in some cases sponsored 
by right-wing publishers) have been able to stop a vital investigation of Communists in the Army and to 
smear one of the Republican Party’s most important political figures. 


Press: This sad situation in the media of public information and comment is illuminated by the sur- 
prising sale of a newspaper in Washington, D.C. Col. Robert R. McCormick, publisher of the: Chicago 
Tribune and the Washington Times-Herald last week sold the latter paper to Mr. Eugene Meyer, owner 
of the Washington Post, a New:Deal Republican paper (often referred to by McCarthy as “the Wash- 
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ington Daily Worker’). Since both are morning papers, and there is no other, this gives the Post a 
monopoly in the morning field. About a million people in the Washington metropolitan area (including 
suburbs in Virginia and Maryland) are now deprived of “the other side” of the McCarthy story (since 
the two evening papers are anti-McCarthy). 


Furthermore, those in the publication field (unlike the general public) know full well how much 
the local Washington newspapers influence legislators on Capitol Hill. Conservative members of Con- 
gress have lost an important source of assistance in their forensic battles. Indeed, newspaper people 
here believe that the type of news which will go out all over the country from the Capital will now be 
more heavily weighted on the side of the Democratic and New Deal Republicans. 


To create a new newspaper palatable to conservatives here would cost about $15 million, no small 
sum in these days. It is known that plans for such are being discussed, although professionals in the 


business remain dubious that anything can be done. Meanwhile, the conservative cause has received a 
veritable body blow. 


Recession: Those in Washington who know and have a healthy suspicion of the machinery of Big 
Government preserve doubts that we are in a recession of any great significance. And they question 
the possibility of what has been called a “slide” in the economy. 


This suspicion prevails despite official figures showing decline in steel production, rise in unem- 
ployment totals, etc. A strenuous argument continues, based on such indices, but so far it seems 
indecisive. Those who squint skeptically at all this economic data have something else in mind. 


They realize that many of the reports and analyses appearing in the press on the “recession” jf 
come from those who, though honest in their appraisal nevertheless rest their judgment on data ob- 
tained from bureaucrats. It is an old story that the bureaucracy — largely New Deal in character — is 
principally interested in maintaining its power. Some of the New Dealers reflect the Democratic Party 
view that a deep recession is here and will get worse, with the consequent need for big public spending, 


subsidies, controls, etc. It is also an old story that reporters have unfortunately come to swallow uncritically 
what the bureaucrats tell them. . . . 


MacArthur’s Visit: Wags in this town are saying: “Ike had himself photographed with MacArthur”, 
referring to the wire service photos of the two which were widely featured in the press last week. While 
the visit of the famous General was motivated by highly important military considerations, the posing 
of the two great public figures is supposed — by some observers here — to have resulted from the desire 
of the White House clique to capitalize on MacArthur’s prestige among conservatives in the GOP. 
While these White House staff people are left-of-center, and despise the conservatives in the Republican 
party, they are well aware that the conservatives are now very disgruntled with the “New Deal Look” § 


of the Eisenhower Administration. Hence, a news photo of Ike and Mac might serve to allay some- 
what this discontent. 


It is said that in the discussions the General was as lucid and brilliant as ever. But observers were 
saddened to note that physically he seems to have aged considerably since he was last in Washington. 


Not Merely Gossip: The group set up to investigate the row between the Army and the Wisconsin 
Senator is regarded here as “rigged” to “do a job on Joe”, and to prepare for permanent muzzling of 
the battling Senator. The “line” of the New Dealers — Republican and Democratic — is now being fed 


into the press, as follows: Congress must establish one joint congressional committee authorized with sole 
power to look into Communism. 


@ Senator Everett Dirksen (Rep., Ill.) who is a member of the above mentioned group has shown 
himself singularly uncooperative with MeCarthy. According to those who hear the talk among sen- 


atorial assistants, the Illinois Senator is beginning to hear from home about this; his constituents aren’t 
pleased. 
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@ A correspondent, recently arrived from London, tells us that in the British capital the furor over 
“McCarthyism” is simply a form of concealment for “anti-Americanism”. Further, our friend is con- 
vinced that the British Government encourages anti-McCarthy talk among the journalists who go to the 
Government press attachés for news. 


Small Favors Gratefully Received: The 900-page tax bill passed last week by the House is now 
kicking around in the Senate, where the Democrats are trying to make political capital out of it. Their 
strategy is to push for an increase of the personal income tax exemption from $600 to $700. Whether 
they succeed or not is unimportant to them; in either case they will be able to pose before the electorate 
as “friends of the poor”, and label the GOP as the party of the “rich”. 


Any reduction of taxes, no matter what segment of society is immediately benefited, is a boon 
for the nation as a whole. For the tax-savings eventually enter into the stream of the economy, whether 
by spending or by investment. Production is stimulated and everybody profits. Therefore, while it is 
natural for those who get less relief than others to raise the cry of favoritism, and for those who obtain 
any cuts to be elated, there should be general rejoicing whenever the government eases its stip on the 
purse of any citizen or group of citizens. Whoever berefits — hallelujah! 


As it now stands, the bill means a saving to the entire citizenry of about a billion dollars. For 
this small favor, much thanks. This is the first cut in our steadily rising tax bill since Secretary of 
the Treasury Andrew Mellon tried to put some sense in our fiscal policy, about thirty years ago. May 
it portend more relief! 


L’Affaire Murrow: Some men are known by the company they keep and some companies may be 
known by the men they keep. Many patriotic Americans await with interest to see what the Aluminum 
Company of America, one of the nation’s greatest industrial corporations, and the Columbia Broadcast- 
ing Company, one of the nation’s great radio and television networks, will do about the case of Edward 
R. Murrow. Murrow is Vice President of CBS and the commentator on the program “See It Now” 
commercially sponsored by the Aluminum Company, which the Daily Worker has highly praised. 


On March 12 over the air, Senator McCarthy stated that Murrow in 1935 was on an Advisory 
Council of Moscow University in Russia which taught “the violent overthrow of the traditional order”. 
Murrow countered by saying that he had been on the Council for the summer of ’35 but in that year the 
Russian University held no sessions — that the American teachers signed up for the session then travelled 
in Russia. He also said that he did not accompany “this group of distinguished educators”. Now who 
were some of Murrow’s colleagues in this interesting venture? Westbrook Pegler says that they included 
Robert M. Hutchins (who has never been exactly severe on Communists), Stephen Duggan (father of 
the Lawrence Duggan who jumped from a window to his death) and Professor George Counts of Columbia 
University. 


A little background on Counts is important to note. In 1932 Counts wrote a book in which he 
told his readers in substance that capitalism was washed up in America. The whole work is a frank plea 
for a socialist state here; and to bring such a state about Counts urged that it must be done through our 
schools, that our teachers should reach for power and then make the most of their conquest. 


Following his book, Counts and a group of other teachers obtained a grant of $300,000 from the 
Carnegie Foundation to study the teaching of the social sciences in American schools. It is on the social 
sciences, of course, that the pinks concentrate their efforts. The Counts group filled 17 volumes, the 
last volume of which declared that the age of individualism is closing and a new age of collectivism is 
emerging — and proposed that our teachers go to work on the minds of their pupils to prepare them 
for the new collectivist society. Harold Laski, the British Socialist hailed this study as follows: 
“Stripped of its carefully neutral phrases it is an educational plan for a socialist America.” 





































Pegler further reveals that in 1933 and 1934, Murrow was listed on the Advisory Council for 
summer. sessions of Moscow University and that in those years seminars were held — the sessions in ’35 
having been cancelled because “the Hearst papers exposed the plot”. If Pegler is right, Murrow’s 
reply to McCarthy was to say the least, evasive. What has ALCOA to say of their man? 





Italian Films: For some time now we have been viewing with increasing suspicion certain films 
made in Italy and exported to the U.S. We focused our attention on the Italian film industry after 
Rossellini, a radical moving picture director, seemed to take delight in boasting of his adultery with 
Ingrid Bergman. Looseness in sex is a cardinal principle of the Bohemian left. Since then we have 

















had mounting misgivings that behind certain Italian films was the hand of Marxists who were doing their 08 
bit for the cause. k 
In the Daily Worker for March 22 we read a confirmation of all our apprehensions. The Conm- speak 
munist organ becomes actually ecstatic about the Italian film “Stranger On the Prowl” starring Paul § 4°" 
Muni — calls it “one of the best (pictures) around”. According to the Worker the film depicts poor woul 
children “standing wistfully at the circus gate while two wealthy boys sneeringly pass them by on their 
way in”; a young maid “being forced to the point of surrender by her slimy employer who has a § came 
minor theft to hold over her head”; Muni killing the proprietress of a food store to keep her from my s 
calling the police after he appropriates a piece of cheese. Here is Marxianism in the raw — caricatur- Unit 
ing the rich, gloating over human misery, and explaining life in terms of brutal employers and venal 
shopkeepers. Little wonder that the Daily Worker says that the film is “a devastating indictment of the ase 
social order in Italy today”. have 
Paul Muni’s record, however, clinches the matter. Evidence in the public files of the House Un. | , 
American Activities Committee suggests that Muni had a penchant for Communist front organizations. T 
Book Note: The advance sale of McCarthy and His Enemies by William F. Buckley, Jr., has proved ~ 
phenomenal, according to the publishers, Henry Regnery Company (20 W. Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, ome 
Ill.). Hopes are expressed that the book will sell in the neighborhood of 50,000. Buckley’s only other Bill 
book God and Man at Yale, 1951, sold over 25,000 copies and stuck to the best-seller lists for many [§ 195 
weeks. The new work is a cruel but just dissection of the anti-McCarthyites and their arguments. It will 9 is n 
be published on March 30 at all bookstores. Price $5.00. Human Events has engaged John Cham- 
berlain, former editor of The Freeman, to review it in an early number. oad 
Correction: We wish to correct an inaccuracy in our news item “TV Front” in our issue of March 3. ra 
The praise of the “You Are There” program appeared in the Daily Worker for February 28, page 8, 
not in the February 26 Worker as printed. Incidentally, as we checked the Communist sheet for Feb- | 
ruary 19, we noted on page 7 a box “Tonight’s Best Bets on Radio, TV” in which was listed “Person [§ °°. 
to Person — Ed Murrow (2) 10:30”. his 
the 
Postal Deliveries: We are assured by the Post Office Department that the current delay in delivery |p !¢ea 
of second class mail copies of Human Events — along with other publications — is a temporary con- 
dition brought about by a change of system. We ask our readers who are not getting their copies on [§ or 
time to be patient — we are unable to use any other service than that provided by the Federal government. B no 
Ste 
di 
Entered as second class matter at the Post Office, Washington, D. C. Quotation up to a paragraph is permitted with credit to HUMAN 
EVENTS. For reproduction or more extensive quotation address requests to HUMAN EVENTS, 1835 K Street, N.W., Washington 6, ab 


D.C. Trial Subscription, three months for $3. Six months, $5.50. One year, $10. Two years, $18. First class mail, one year, $11.00; 
six months, $6.00. Domestic airmail (including APO and FPO) one year, $12.00; foreign (regular mail) one year, $11. Foreign airmail 
rates On request. Please remit in U.S.A. DOLLARS. Allow two weeks for new subscription or change of address to become effective. 
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EVEN THE GIRL SCOUTS 


By RoBERT LE FEVRE 


RECEIVED AN INVITATION from the Broward County (Florida) Girl Scouts, signed 
by the president, inviting me to speak at a Girl Scout Council meeting. “If you can 
speak for us,” the letter said, “the selection of the topic would be left to your discre- 
tion... I think something about Americanism or Citizenship on a non-political level 
would be interesting.” 

I accepted the invitation and prepared a speech on American Citizenship. Then 
came rumors that somebody in the Girl Scout Council questioned the advisability of 
my speaking at the meeting. I had been known to make critical remarks about the 
United Nations on radio and television, and it was feared that I might do so on this 
occasion. The fact is, my speech made no mention of UN. However, I refused to 
have my speech censored and the invitation was withdrawn. 


pip INCIDENT STIRRED up in me a curiosity about the Girl Scouts. I got hold of 


the Girl Scout Handbook, copyrighted in 1940 by Girl Scouts, Inc. Nothing in 
this book gave me a clue to the reason for the cancellation of my speech. The Con- 
stitution is given due place in the Handbook, and a full page is devoted to the American 
Bill of Rights. Then I looked into the edition of the Handbook put out in September 
1953, and that told me: The Bill of Rights is missing from this second edition and there 
is no itemized listing of the Constitution. 

Digging further, I found four pages in it devoted to an explanation of “One World” 
and the United Nations. On page 228 it says: ‘‘ “We the peoples of the United Nations 

.. This implies that every citizen of the United States of America is included in 
the United Nations.” a“ 

This, of course, startled me. There are no citizens of the United Nations, as far 
as I know. Gary Davis, who renounced his American citizenship found that out, to 
his sorrow; he is now a man without a country. The statement that every citizen of 
the United States is also a citizen of some other body is a bit exaggerated, to say the 
least. 

I also learned, on page 228, that “this also implies that every person will do his 
or her best to help the United Nations succeed”. But, many patriotic Americans feel 
no urge to make the United Nations succeed; some even hope and pray that the United 
States will some day get out of that body. 

And again on page 228, “It is the only world organization set up to iron out the 
different viewpoints of nations, and that has authority to do so.” There is consider- 
able question, and it is a matter of supreme political controversy, whether or not the 
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differences which exist between the various nations can be ironed out. Further, the UN 
has no authority to do any such thing; if it did, it would have already superseded the 


Constitution of the United States, a point which ardent One-Worlders ‘atid: eyes of the 
UN insist is not so. 


On page 229 the Handbook says: “The United Nations has drawn up the ‘Univer. 
sal Declaration of Human Rights’. This document contains a statement on the rights 
the people of the world should have. It is much like our own Declaration of Inde. 
pendence and Bill of Rights. It starts with the words: ‘All human beings are born 
free and equal? It is one of the finest pieces of work accomplished by the United 
Nations.” 

This unqualified recommendation of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
is subject to serious misgivings. The Handbook states unequivocally that this docu- 
ment contains a statement on the rights the people of the world should have. Let’s 
see. 

Article 14 of the Declaration says that a person who is persecuted in one country 
has the right to move to another country, frontiers notwithstanding. But, there is an 
exception: an individual prosecuted for a non-political crime does not have this freedom 
of movement; it is a privilege reserved for individuals guilty of political crimes. Thus, 
any Communist would have the right to move to another country regardless of his ac. 
tivities or extent of his guilt. An individual guilty of high treason, sabotage, espionage, 
any type of betrayal, is specifically excluded from punishment, and could claim asylum 
in every country subscribing to the Declaration. 

Article 17 says that every person has the right to own and hold property. Several 
of the separate states in the United States have laws which prohibit certain foreign na- 
tionals, including enemy aliens, from owning property. If this Article 17 were validated 
by treaty, the property laws of these states would be abrogated. Are we willing to 
destroy the sovereignty of the states? 

Article 23 in the Declaration states that every person has the right to work for a 
just wage in healthy surroundings. But it does not say who is to decide what is just - 
the employer or the employee; or is the government to decide in every case what is 
just? And what are “healthy” surroundings? 

Article 24 says that every person has the right to reasonable working hours with 
time to rest and paid holidays. What about the poor employer who cannot afford rea- 
sonable working hours with time for rest or paid holidays? Is he going to be permit: 
ted to close up business when he is exhausted? And who is to decide what is reason- 


able, the working individual or some international committee? The article does not 
say whether the leisure time is to be paid for by the consumer or the taxpayer. 
Article 26 says that every person is entitled to an education, but it does not say 
who is to provide the education or where the money is to come from. Presumably, 
education would be furnished by the State, but there is a grave question as to whethet 





a State can be trusted with the matter of education. Isn’t the example of Russia and 
other totalitarian countries, notably Germany under Hitler, proof that when education 
becomes the tool of the State it becomes propaganda? 

Article 26 goes so far as to say that every person has the right to enjoy the better 
things of life. What are the better things of life? And what is enjoyment of them? 
Nowhere are these matters of taste or discernment discussed or even mentioned. 

Article 28 says that every person has the right to live in a land where all these 
rights are considered. This being the case, most of us should move to Russia, for the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights as it has been adopted by the UN follows very 
closely the pattern of the Russian Constitution, which calls on the government to furnish 
most of these things to the people. 


B” GETTING BACK TO THE HANDBOOK of the Girl Scouts, this publication has the 
temerity to say that the Universal Declaration of Human Rights is much like our 
own Declaration of Independence and the Bill of Rights. Nowhere in history could 
two more divergent viewpoints be expressed than those of the Declaration of Human 
Rights on the one hand and the Bill of Rights and the Declaration of Independence on 


the other. 
The Declaration of Independence proclaims our separation from Britain and indi- 


cates that we are a free and independent people. The Bill of Rights is a listing of cer- 


tain prerogatives inherent in the individual, as a creature of God, and specifically pro- 
hibits the government from interfering with them. 


The Declaration of Human Rights, on the contrary, declares that no nation is in- 
dependent of another, that in fact, all nations are interdependent, and that it is the 
responsibility of the States to provide for the people every conceivable human need and 
desire. These appear to be the “rights” the UN Declaration would guarantee to us. 
Hence, the endorsement in the official Handbook of the Girl Scouts, edition of 1953, 
indicates that the organization is not in line with the American tradition. 

The Handbook says on page 204: “The League of Women Voters of the U. S. is 
a non-political organization.” This is untrue. The League of Women Voters of the 
U. S. is an organization aimed at political action. It is designed to influence women 
voters in the interests of supporting candidates and measures which the directors of the 
League decide should be supported. The history of this organization is that almost 
without deviation it has supported causes and persons on the left of the political cen- 
ter. Yet the Girl Scout’s Handbook recommends this organization and advises the 
young girls to go to it for political guidance. 

A counterpart of the League of Women Voters is another organization of women 
called Pro America. It is also political in purpose, and is notably right of center. If 
the Girl Scout Handbook were fair and impartial, it would recommend both of these 
organizations and reveal the political stand of each. Nowhere in the Handbook is any 
mention.made of Pro America. 



































From page 220 to 223 inclusive, the Handbook emphasizes prejudice by setting 
up a chart of questions for the girls to answer. One question suggests that when dis- 
crimination is practiced by members of one race toward members of another race, pre- 
judice against races is multiplied. The chart encourages members of certain races and 
countries—specifically the Chinese, the Negroes and the Italians—in thinking that they are 
looked down upon by Americans, that Americans have been unfair toward them. The 
questions suggest that the Girl Scout who does not associate freely with all members of all 
other races, regardless of their individual merit, is morally deficient. 

Page 347 of the Handbook is an endorsement of socialized medicine, and it advo- 





cates the World Health Organization of the UN, to say nothing of the U. S. Public ih 
Health Service. But, socialized medicine is another highly controversial issue; the Girl 9B consi 
Scout Handbook takes the collectivist side of it. in or 
contr¢ 
HE MERIT BADGES issued to deserving Girl Scouts and called “My Community”, § the m 
Tony Country”, and “International Friendship” represent questionable viewpoints. j , 
For instance, the “My Community” badge emphasizes the idea that we are dependent mail, 
upon a number of governmental agencies for our comfort and protection. While it is vm 
true that a number of both federal and local agencies have entered into the business of 
protecting us and comforting us, these matters remain controversial. It might be a | with 
more American approach to teach the Girl Scout self-reliance, rather than dependence 9 grow 
on government. Certainly, self-reliance is a greater virtue than dependency on the com- loss | 
munity. 
The “My Country” badge is propaganda for government projects, such as public - 
housing, reforestation and agricultural experiments, all of which have socialist impli- i 
cations. And in the 1953 edition of the Handbook, free enterprise is held up to ridi- = 
cule. By an odd and illogical agglomeration of words, the Girl Scout learns that free eee 
enterprise is similar to “stereotype”, ‘‘prejudice”, “autocratic”, that free enterprise is Wor! 
indeed an “‘attitude” rather than a system of economics, and that the attitude is an } why 
unhappy one that could unfavorably affect the Girl Scout’s troop or the Girl Scout’s } Was 
country. en 
The “World Neighbor” merit badge described on page 428 in the 1953 edition ws 
calls for the Scout to memorize a part of the United Nations Charter, and the “One | publ 
World” merit badge described on page 431 calls on the Scout for a choral speaking | 
piece taken from the UN Charter. To win either of those badges the Girl Scout must criti 
sing paeans of praise for the UN. Nowhere among all of the merit badges did I find by : 
one that required the Girl Scout to memorize part of the Declaration of Independence nist 
or a statement from the Constitution or the Bill of Rights. pt 
After reading this Handbook (and other Girl Scout publications) I knew why the libe 
invitation to speak at the Girl Scout Council was withdrawn. And I knew that I should try 
hereafter advise all American mothers to discourage their girls from joining that or- lars 
ganization, until it stops the UN and world government propaganda and becomes what the 


many think it is, a real American organization. 





Robert Le Fevre is news director of station WFTL-TV, Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
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